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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 9-1 0 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation: (including "local" window) , is indefinite and not clear 
if the limitation "local" is required or not, because this word has been represented in 
connotation. Also claim 9 recites the limitation: ( second "distant" window) , is indefinite 
and not clear if the limitation "local" is required or not, because this word has been 
represented in connotation. 

Claim 9 also recite the limitation: (a file of movement in said), it is not clear what this 
limitation trying to define; Examiner will interpret the limitation as best understood. 
Claims 10 and 13 are rejected as being depended on a rejected claim9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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At Claims 1-5, 7-10 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Canova (US Patent 6,906,741) in view of Lee (US Patent 6,792,048) 
and further in view of Ataras (US Patent 5,668,738). 

Regarding claim 1 , Canova discloses, a method of broadcasting data files, 
including multimedia files during a video conference communication (Col. 5, lines 43-52) 
from a sending terminal able to establish communication (Fig. 1 , el. 10) with at least 
one receiving terminals (Fig. 6 and 7) said at least one receiving terminals having audio 
and video sources (Fig. 1, el. 20, 30, 40 and 50 also see Col. 5, lines 1-16) 

implementing a dialogue, when the said video conference communication is 
established between said sending terminal and the said at least one receiving terminal 
(Col. 5, lines 28-35), the devices will utilize a verity of communication protocol to enable 
the communication between them (Col. 8, lines 29-36; the devices communicate using 
IEEE 802.1 1 which specifies the set of standard used between the devices) 

wherein said broadcasting of said data files by said sending terminal is carried 
out in real time with said video conference communication without breaking said video 
conference communication (Col. 5, lines 40-52 and Col. 6, lines 9-10 and 26-28) 

wherein said sending terminal has a video capture source (Fig. 1, el. 50) and 

wherein said video capture source issues a video that is decoded and then 
coded according to a video coding standard (Col. 6, lines 29-40; coding based on 
MPEG format). 

Canova does not expressly teaches that the terminals negotiate the 
communication parameters as claimed. 
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In similar art of endeavor, Lee discloses, two communication terminal having a 
video conferencing (Col. 1 , lines 9-10), when these two terminals wants to start 
communicating, negotiation about at least communication parameters for compliance 
with constraints that are fixed for audio and video channels opened for said video 
conference communication and for said at least one receiving terminal (Col. 8, lines 36- 
67) and the video will be transfer based on the negotiated video coding standard (Col. 
7, lines 49-64 and Col. 5, lines 1-37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to modify Canova method with Lee teaching, so the 
terminals negotiate the communication parameters, in order to ensure a reliable 
transmission between terminals, so when a terminal received a multimedia file, it will be 
able to open it. 

Canova in view of Lee discloses that the video and audio feed which is being 
transfer with the video conference simultaneously are being a portion of a 
videoconferencing feed (Canova: Col. 2, lines 50-55 and Col. 9., lines 40-46) 

Canova in view of lee does not expressly discloses that the video being 
capture with the camera is being mixed in real time with a video of a multimedia file to 
be broadcast and that the broadcasting of multimedia file is being done using same 
audio and video channels used for videoconferencing. 

Ataras in similar art of endeavor discloses, videoconferencing communication 
and the same time transmitting a data file over the same channel using a mixer (Col. 3, 
lines17-22, 36-49 and 53-56). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, to 
modify Canova in view of Lee with Ataras teaching, in order to have a 
videoconferencing channel between parties and using the same channel to transmit 
multimedia file in order to save bandwidth. 

Regarding claim 2, Canova in view of Lee and further in view of Ataras discloses, 
another parameter negotiated, wherein said another parameter is the bandwidth 
allocated for said audio and video channels of said video conference communication, 
wherein said multimedia file are broadcast in compliance with said bandwidth (Ataras: 
Col. 3, lines 53-55 and Lee: Col. 8, lines 63-64). 

Regarding claim 3, Canova in view of Lee and further In view of Ataras discloses, 
another parameter that consists of the frequencies of the audio and video streams of 
streams captured by said audio and video sources, wherein said multimedia files are 
broadcast in compliance with said frequencies (Lee: Col. 7, lines 7-25 and Col. 8, lines 
60-65 and Col. 6, lines 30-50). 

Regarding Claim 4, Canova In view of lee and further In view of Ataras discloses, 
another parameter wherein said another parameter is a frame size of the broadcast 
Images, wherein images issuing from said video sources and from said multimedia file 
complying with said frame size (Lee: Col. 5, lines 14-38). 

Regarding claim 5, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras discloses, 
another parameter, wherein another parameter is an audio coding standard for the-bit 
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streams of said sources, and wherein bit streams of said multimedia file coded with said 
video coding standard and said audio coding standard (Lee: Col. 5, lines 15-38 and Col. 
6, lines 30-50). 

Regarding claim 7, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras discloses, 
said sending terminal has an audio capture source that issues audio data (Canova: Fig. 
1 , el. 30) wherein said multimedia file to be broadcast includes audio data (Canova: Col. 
5. line 50) and wherein said audio data of said multimedia file are decoded and mixed in 
real time with said audio data issuing from said audio capture source and then coded 
according to said audio coding (see claim 1 analysis). 

Regarding claim 8, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras discloses, 
said broadcasting is implemented by a program execution that is launched with a 
man/machine interface implemented in said sending terminal (Canova: Col. 10, lines 
21-26 and Col. 5, lines 30-37). 

Regarding claim 9, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras discloses, 
a computer terminal implementing a video conference during which data files are 
broadcast (Canova: Fig. 2, el. 100) said terminal comprising: 

an interface including a graphical representation means for displaying several 
windows (Canova: Col. 4, lines 9-15, Fig. 4, el. 348, 334, 314), including a "local" 
window for displaying during said video conference communication (Canova: Fig. 2, el. 
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114 and Fig. 4, el. 314) a local video image broadcast to at least one distant terminals 
(Canova: Fig. 4, el. 314 in both 310 and 340) and at least one second "distant" window 
for displaying at least one video image issuing from a said at least one distant terminal 
(Canova: Col. 7, lines 60-66 through Col. 8, lines 1-7) wherein said graphical 
representation display can display at least one other window for revealing, data files, 
including multimedia files, available from said computer terminal (Canova: Fig. 4, el. 348 
and 332), and wherein said interface also includes a logic module for coupling between 
operations of selecting a file of movement in said "distant" window and of a launch by 
said interface of a program allowing the broadcast of said file in real time with a current 
video conference communication without breaking said current video conference 
communication (Canova: Col. 5, lines 39-52, lines 60-66 and Col. 7, lines 10-20; since 
the user interface allow the user from switching between windows and sharing a file 
during a conferencing, it is inherent that the interface include a logic to enable these 
features) using the audio and video channels open for said current video conference 
communication (Ataras: Col. 3, lines 45-47). 

Regarding claim 10, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras 
discloses, said interface is implemented with a computer program launched by said 
computer terminal (Canova: Col. 6, lines 41-65; implementing the selected interface is 
being done with choosing a functionality key, which inherently will launch a program to 
accomplish the desired function). 
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Regarding claim 12, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras 
discloses, computer program located in each terminal participating in a video 
conference, wherein said computer program implements a broadcasting method 
and wherein said computer program is launched by a man/machine interface located in 
each terminal (Canova: Col. 10, lines 21-26 and Col. 7, lines 7-20). 

Regarding claim 13, Canova in view of lee and further in view of Ataras 
discloses, wherein said at least one other window can display data files as icons 
(Canova: Col. 6, lines 34, line 58). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARIA EL-ZOOBI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3434. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8AM-5 
PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Fan Tsang/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2614 
/M. E./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2614 
/Maria El zoobi/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



